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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 4/10/09 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 4/10/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding independent claim 1 , Applicant indicates that as an exemplary advantage of 
embodiments of the present invention, an auto-power-off unit causes a timer to operate during 
execution of a non-telephone function (e.g., music ), and automatically stops the execution of the 
non-telephone function (e.g., music) when the timer indicates an elapse of a predetermined time 
period. A reset unit rests the timer to an initial state each time a predetermined operation relating 
to the telephone function (e.g., a phone call) is executed. Thus, wasteful battery consumption is 
avoided. 

Tagawa states that "in case of stopping reproduction of music (e.g., a non telephone function) on 
receiving a call (e.g., a telephone function), music reproduction is resumed at the position run 
back (e.g., resetting) for a predetermined time period from that of receiving a call, or from the 
beginning of the music." (See column 3, lines 9-23). Tagawa further states, "[a]lso, the mobile 
phone may further comprise a unit operable to count elapsed time after a call arrives, in which.., 
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consumption can be cut down." (See column 3, line 63, to column 4, line 2). (The Examiner 
further refers to column 12, lines 64, to column 13, line 2, column 13, lines 20-51, column 16, 
lines 10-25, and Figs. 13A-14B). In the Final Action, dated December 10, 2008, the Examiner 
alleges that Tagawa discloses that, in case of stopping reproduction of music upon receiving a 
call, music reproduction is resumed at the position run back for a predetermined time period 
from that of receiving a call, or from the beginning of the music. In the Advisory Action, dated 
March 24, 2009, the Examiner states Tagawa discloses a method of setting the timer to an initial 
state (i.e., run back). The Examiner goes on to state, "resuming reproduction at a point run back 
5 sees would at least read on resetting the timer 5 sees to the initial state prior to the incoming 
call. "However, even assuming arguendo that merely resuming music reproduction at the position 
run back for a predetermined time period from that of receiving a call is equivalent to resetting 
the timer to an initial state each time a predetermined operation relating to the telephone function 
is executed, the "timer" of Tagawa would be operated only in response to a telephone function (i. 
e., receiving a call). Thus, Tagawa does not teach or suggest a reset unit operable, if the timer is 
being operated in response to the execution of the non-telephone function, to reset the timer to 
an initial state each time a predetermined operation relating to the telephone function is 
executed. 

However, the Examiner respectfully disagree. It appears that the Applicant is arguing that 
the timer is only related to the telephone function. The Examiner respectfully submits that one of 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize that Tagawa teaches that the "unit(s)" operates in 
conjunction with telephone and non-telephone functions so that music play-back and calls can 
exist accordingly. Therefore, the Prior art of record would still read on the alleged novelty. 
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Independent claim 1 1 , as amended, recites features substantially similar to those 
described above with respect to claim 1. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that independent 
claim 1 1 is not patentably distinct over Tagawa for at least the foregoing reasons. 

Claims 2-3 and 5-10 depend from independent claim 1 and inherit the patentability 
thereof. Therefore, the pending dependent claims are not patentably distinct over the cited art for 
at least the reasons presented herein. 

Dependent claim 4 stands rejected as being unpatentable over Tagawa in view of 
Yamedera, and further in view of Yoshinaga (U.S. Patent No. 7,096,045). Claim 4 inherits the 
patentability of independent claim 1 , which is not patentably distinct over Tagawa and Yamedera 
for the reasons presented above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 
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3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tagawa et 
al. US Patent No.: 6,947,728 B2, hereinafter, "Tagawa" in view of Yamedera et al, US Patent 
Pub. No.: 2002/0123368, hereinafter, "Yamedera". 

Consider claims 1 and 11, Tagawa teaches a method and a mobile phone having a non- 
telephone function, which is a different function from a telephone function, in addition to the 
telephone function, comprising: a non-telephone unit operable to execute the non-telephone 
function (e.g., music reproduction function)(see at least abstract and at least col. 2 lines 7- 
10); an unit operable to cause a timer to operate during execution of the non-telephone function 
(e.g., the fade out, fade in time, response time, music reproduction time)( see at least col. 3 
lines 18-25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and figures 13A- 14B with respect to timing 
explanations, see also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 lines 19-25, and claim 1), and automatically 
stop the execution of the non-telephone function when the timer indicates an elapse of a 
predetermined time period (e.g., based on the fade out, fade in time, response time, music 
reproduction time)( see at least col. 3 lines 18-25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and figures 13A- 
14B with respect to timing explanations, see also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 lines 19-25, and 
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claim 1); a telephone unit operable to execute the telephone function(e.g., incoming call as 
noted in at least the abstract); and a reset unit operable, if the timer is being operated in 
response to the execution of the non-telephone function to reset the timer to an initial state each 
time a predetermined operation relating to the telephone function is executed (e.g., as also noted 
in the above cited sections the unit can reset the timer to the initial state of the track or 
reset to the where the user was originally listening prior to an incoming call function)( see 
at least col. 3 lines 18-25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and figures 13A- 14B with respect to 
timing explanations, see also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 lines 19-25, and claim 1). 

However, Tagawa does not specifically teach a/an auto-powcr-off unit. 

In analogous art Yamedera teaches an auto-power off unit (e.g., see at least paragraph 
100 and figure 16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Tagawa to include a/an auto-power-off unit as taught by 
Yamedera for the purpose of battery conservation. 

Consider claim 2 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
wherein the reset unit resets the timer to the initial state at end of a telephone call(e.g., as also 
noted in the above cited sections the unit can reset the timer to the initial state of the track 
or reset to the where the user was originally listening prior to an incoming call function)( 
see at least col. 3 lines 18-25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and figures 13A- 14B with respect to 
timing explanations, see also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 lines 19-25, and claim 1). 

Consider claim 3 and as applied to claim 2, Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
wherein the telephone unit stops executing the telephone function when receiving a disconnect 
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signal via a telephone line at the end of the telephone call (see cited sections and explanations 
below with regard to resuming music listening function), and the reset unit resets the timer to 
the initial state when the execution of the telephone function is stopped by receiving the 
disconnect signal(e.g., as also noted in the above cited sections the unit can reset the timer to 
the initial state of the track or reset to the where the user was originally listening prior to 
an incoming call function)( see at least col. 3 lines 18-25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and 
figures 13A- 14B with respect to timing explanations, see also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 
lines 19-25, and claim 1). 

Consider claim 5 and as applied to claim 1 , Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
wherein the reset unit further resets the timer to the initial state each time execution of a certain 
operation relating to the non-telephone unit is started e.g., as also noted in the above cited 
sections the unit can reset the timer to the initial state of the track or reset to the where the 
user was originally listening prior to an incoming call function)( see at least col. 3 lines 18- 
25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and figures 13A- 14B with respect to timing explanations, see 
also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 lines 19-25, and claim 1). 

Consider claim 6 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
the claimed invention further comprising: an application unit operable to execute an application 
different from the non-telephone function and the telephone function (i.e., as noted in the 
Applicants specs a change of setting or other general functions)(e.g., see key inputs and 
buttons for various functions)( col. 8 lines 17-60), wherein the reset unit further resets the 
timer to the initial state each time execution of a certain operation relating to the application unit 
is started (e.g., the timer is reset based on input functions and settings noted in col. 8 lines 
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17-60). 

Consider claim 7 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
wherein the reset unit resets the timer to the initial state each time a particular key is pressed by a 
user (e.g., the stop key resets a listening tracking and the timing thereof)( col. 8 lines 17-60). 

Consider claim 8 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa teaches the claimed invention 
except further comprising: an alarm unit operable to execute an alarm function in a case when an 
alarm setting has been made by a user, wherein the reset unit refrains from resetting the timer to 
the initial state when the alarm setting has been made. 

However, in analogous art, Yamedera teaches an alarm unit operable to execute an alarm 
function in a case when an alarm setting has been made by a user (paragraph 0100), wherein the 
reset unit refrains from resetting the timer to the initial state when the alarm setting has been 
made (i.e., once the phone is off all functions cease)(paragraph 0100). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Tagawa to include a/an alarm unit as taught by Yamedera for 
the purpose of battery conservation. 

Consider claim 9 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa teaches the claimed invention 
except further comprising: wherein a unit automatically stops the execution of the non-telephone 
function (e.g., based on the fade out, fade in time, response time, music reproduction time)( 
see at least col. 3 lines 18-25, col. 3 line 63-col. 4 line 8, and figures 13A- 14B with respect to 
timing explanations, see also col. 13 lines 20-51, col. 16 lines 19-25, and claim 1). 
However, Tagawa does not specifically teach an alarm unit operable to execute an alarm 
function in a case when an alarm setting has been made by a user, wherein a unit automatically 
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stops the execution a function (i.e., any and all functions) in a case when (i) an auto-power-off 
setting has been made by the user (e.g., see paragraph 0100), or (ii) the alarm setting has been 
made by the user although the auto-power-off setting has not been made. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Tagawa to include a/an alarm unit as taught by Yamedera for 
the purpose of battery conservation. 

Consider claim 10 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
wherein the non-telephone function is any of a digital camera function, an Internet connecting 
function, a music play function, a radio function, and a TV function (e.g., see music production 
as noted in at least abstract and above noted citations). 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tagawa et al. US Patent 
No.: 6,947,728 B2, hereinafter, "Tagawa" in view of Yamedera et al, US Patent Pub. No.: 
2002/0123368, hereinafter, "Yamedera" and further in view of Yoshinaga, US Patent No.: 
7,096,045 B2. 

Consider claim 4 and as applied to claim 1, Tagawa as modified by Yamedera teaches 
the claimed invention except wherein the reset unit resets the timer to the initial state when the 
mobile phone is flipped/slid open or closed. 

However, in analogous art, Yoshinaga teaches wherein a reset unit resets the timer to the 
initial state when the mobile phone is flipped/slid open or closed (col. 7 lines 35-55) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Tagawa as modified by Yamedera to include a reset unit resets 
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the timer to the initial state when the mobile phone is flipped/slid open or closed for the purpose 
of reducing power consumption as taught by Yoshinaga (col. 2 lines 15-24). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES SHEDRICK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8621 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8:00AM-4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571)-272-7922. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Charles Shedrick/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Lester Kincaid/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



